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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the above identified application, in view of the above amendments 
and the following remarks, is respectfully requested. 

I. Status of the Claims 

Claims 1-9 have been amended to correct grammatical errors and for clarification. 
Applicants respectfully submit that the claims have not been narrowed by this amendment. 
Claims 10-21 have been added. No new matter is added. Claims 1-21 are pending and at issue. 

II. Acknowledgement of Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicants thank the Examiner for the acknowledgement of allowable subject matter in 
claims 1-7 and 9. In the December 14, 2004 Office Action, the Examiner stated that claims 1-7 
would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the claim objections set forth below, and that claim 
9 has been objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim. Claims 1-7 have been 
amended to overcome the claim objections, and claim 9 has been amended to be in independent 
form. 

III. Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement 

Applicants submit, concurrently with this Amendment, a Supplemental Information 
Disclosure Statement. Consideration of the cited references and acknowledgment by initialing 
the Form SB/08 is respectfully requested. 

IV. Status of the Specification 

The Specification has been carefully reviewed and revised for clarity and to correct 
grammatical errors. No new matter has been added. 



{W:\046 1 3\OOOM989USO\00374 1 87.DOC HllllillllllUinHIH } 



Application No.: 10/607,075 14 Docket No.: 04613/000M989-US0 



V. Status of the Drawings 

The Examiner has objected to the drawings for several informalities, such as copy 
machine marks, the size of the margins, the non-uniformity of line thicknesses, the improper 
orientation of reference characters, and the lack of descriptive steps on the diagrams of Figs. 2 
and 3. These errors have been corrected by Applicants as shown in the attached set of 
replacement drawings for Figs. 1-5. Hence, Applicants respectfully request the above objections 
be withdrawn. 

VI. Claim Objections 

The Examiner has objected to claims 1-7 for noncompliance with MPEP § 608.01 (I)-(P). 
The Examiner has also objected to claims 1-7 for starting independent claims with the word "the" 
and for starting claim limitations in the first occurrence with the word "the." Claims 1-7 have 
been amended to overcome these objections. 

VII. 35 U.S.C. $ 103(a) Rejection 

Claim 8 has been rejected as obvious over U.S. Patent No. 5,483,601 ("Faulkner") in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 6,122,394 ("Neukermans"). Applicants respectfully traverse this 
rejection, and reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

Claim 8 is directed to a device for biometrical personal identification based on hand 
characteristics. The device, as set forth in claim 8, includes: a) an identification surface for 
identifying living matter when a user's hand is placed on the surface, b) an illuminating device 
illuminating the hand and creating parallel beams of light in an area of the identification surface, 
c) a hand scanning device including a photo-cell with a memory unit that scans the user's hand 
only when living matter is identified on the identification surface, and d) an identification 
processing device connected to the hand scanning device. 
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Faulkner discloses an apparatus for biometric identification of a person's hand including a 
curved plate 102 for placing the person's hand. Light emitting diodes 109A-C emit light beams 
120A-C which are reflected off a mirror 107 and received by an image capture assembly 103. 
The apparatus then compares the data received from the person's hand to previously stored data 
sets to identify the person (Faulkner, column 12, lines 59-63). 

The Examiner acknowledges that Faulkner does not disclose a hand scanning device 
which includes a photo-cell with a memory unit that scans the user's hand only when living 
matter is identified on the identification surface. The Examiner, however, contends that 
Neukermans discloses this feature. Neukermans discloses a fingerprint scanner with a radiation 
detector 142, such as a photo-cell, that produces a time-varying electrical signal that represents 
the fingerprint of a finger 32 touching a scanned surface 28 of a block 34. The fingerprint data is 
relayed to a fingerprint data collection unit 242. The Examiner states that it would have been 
obvious to use Neukermans' radiation detector 142 in Faulkner's biometric identification 
apparatus. 

Faulkner and Neukermans, however, do not teach or suggest a hand scanning device "that 
scans the user's hand only when living matter is identified on the identification surface," as 
recited in step c of claim 8. More specifically, neither Faulkner nor Neukermans identifies living 
matter on an identification surface. Using a sensor to identify the presence of living matter, such 
as a live hand, eliminates any possibility of presenting a plaster card or other inanimate object in 
order to get unauthorized access (page 3, lines 27-35, of the present specification). 

Faulkner discloses that a person presents his hand in the apparatus, which takes an image 
of the hand (Faulkner, column 12, lines 39-41 and 49-51). Faulkner does not disclose or suggest 
that the apparatus identifies the hand as living matter before scanning it or that the apparatus 
scans the hand only when living matter is placed on the surface. In fact, Faulkner would scan the 
matter placed in the apparatus even if it were inanimate. Faulkner does not disclose what 
initiates the scanning operation, but simply states that a control interface 31 controls the 
operations of image illumination, image capture, and image storage (Faulkner, column 7, lines 
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48-52 and 63-67). Thus, Faulkner does not disclose or suggest a hand scanning device "that 
scans the user's hand only when living matter is identified on the identification surface." 

Neukermans discloses that each time a start button 262 is pressed, fingerprint image data 
is sent to the fingerprint-data collection unit (Neukermans, Fig. 1 and column 15, lines 22-25). 
However, Neukermans, like Faulkner, does not disclose or suggest that the fingerprint scanner 
identifies the hand as living matter before scanning it or that the scanner scans the hand only 
when living matter is placed on its surface. Neukermans scans any object that is placed in the 
path of the beams of light 38 emitted by the scanner 20 when the start button 262 is pressed. 
Thus, Neukermans also does not disclose a hand scanning device "that scans the user's hand only 
when living matter is identified on the identification surface." 

Furthermore, neither Faulkner nor Neukermans disclose an illuminating device "creating 
parallel beams of light in an area of the identification surface." As stated on page 12, lines 12- 
15, of the present specification, errors arise when the path of the principal rays of light from the 
objective glass to the scanned hand is inclined. The present invention minimizes the errors due 
to the inclination of the principal rays of light by keeping the paths of the principal rays in the 
identification area parallel. 

As shown in Figs. 3, 10, 14, and 20 of Faulkner, Faulkner's beams of light are not parallel 
in the area of the curved plate 102. Rather, Faulkner's beams of light approach the area of the 
curved plate 102 at various different angles. Also, as shown in Fig. 2a of Neukermans, 
Neukermans' beams of light 38 also approach the scanned surface 28 at various angles. 
Therefore, neither Faulkner nor Neukermans disclose or suggest parallel beams of light in the 
area of the identification surface, as set forth in claim 8. 

Thus, Faulkner and Neukermans do not teach or suggest all of the limitations of claim 8, 
and a prima facie case of obviousness has not been established. Based on the foregoing, the 
rejection of claim 8 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) should be withdrawn, and reconsideration is 
respectfully requested. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the above, each of the presently pending claims in this application is believed 
to be in immediate condition for allowance. Accordingly, the Examiner is respectfully requested 
to pass this application to issue. 

If there are any other issues remaining which the Examiner believes could be resolved 
through either a Supplemental Response or an Examiner's Amendment, the Examiner is 
respectfully requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number indicated below. 

Dated: March 14, 2005 Respectfully submitted, 

By_ 




Denise L. Poy 

Registration No.: 53,480 

DARBY & DARBY P.C. 
P.O. Box 5257 

New York, New York 10150-5257 
(212) 527-7700 
(212) 753-6237 (Fax) 
Attorneys/ Agents For Applicants 
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